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memorandum for 1 csa/3 

SUBJECT t Comments <m OHtA-4552 of 30 November 1953 


A. General 

1* It appeare that the subject message adds eery litt le to the 
improvement in the relationship between ZCH/OUN and the ZP/DHt®» the 
principal points affecting control and responsibilities still re main 
unsolved. 

2. It is also obvious that the British hare not smarted their 
share of inflnenee on Benders. In fact, w nasi assume a priori 
British approval. 

B. Bpecifie 

1. Point 1 is a statement of diet mid needs no farther elnlMrsUini. 

2. Point 2 emphasises that Beodara does not agree with the OUB home- 
land leadership’s accusation. In fact* it strengthens his hand mod his . 
position, as any one mm dedace from this message that he is in a position 
to challenge a decision made by the homel a n d. 

3. The fact that in point 3 a statement is made that the leadership 
of the ZO^OftS is troubled over disagreements in the homeland is an 
implication that Bandera still remains the official leader of the OUB. 
Otherwise why should he place the tieme for disagreements and disunity 
on the homeland? 

4. Point A does mot clearly spell cot to which Q0H l e adership 
Miron should sbhait himself. Is the leadership of the O0H at teas or 
abroad? Again it appears that this could tore been spelled eat a 
little more clearly. 


5. It is true that under «M1 Bendapa- admits the t he has r eli n q u i s he d 
his position as leader of the OUB and thadntoval has taken over his functions. 
Howeve r , the way it is phrased, it would appear that Bandera has relinquished 

his podt entirely of his own accord and not due to any pressure which the 
homeland may have exerted, or due to any disagreements with the Zp/UHVR. 
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6. Palate la not oloar and rale os doubts as to tbs validity of 
Bandar*'* rsquost far Koval to recognise Miron as ZCH/0UN>s representa- 
tive* Moreover* is Miron to bo oxolusively ZGH/OUM's roprassntativo or 
is ho to represent tho ooordinatod Ukrainian leadership. 

7* By making this tho appeal in point 7 Bondar* sueeeeds lot plaoing 
tho M a in an ZP/UHVR, It also has boon theoaee. 

S. So aeamoot on point 8. 


9« 1 thought that the purpose of Lebed's nooting with Bondars was 
to dovolop a tingle lino of oanaDiootisn with tho homeland* If 
organisational aattoro aro to bo channeled through th e Bondars 
Bondar* will la tho long run obviously play a noro important role than 
Lobod In eontrol* supervision and alloeatlon of organisational aattoro* 

10* Mo ooonant on point 10 . 

11* P oint 11 inpliee that tho erganiaatianal disputos havo not as yot 
boon settled and that no consolidation effort from abroad can bo expected 
until eudh disputos aro lronod out. When and bow this will bo eeeaq&lshed 
still ronains unsolved. 
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